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JULY 21, 1994 

4wmA: 
ATTACHED ARE THE FOLLOYING: 
1. A CcNAIL 13ESSA6E DATED JULY 7 ,  1994 FRO# E M 6 3  TO RFFO ER INDUSTRIAL 

AREA IM/IRA HAWKER AIiiD E14-453 DOCWENT RNtEY AND; 

ANALYSIS OF RESPONSE TO ~ E H I S  0 YIRA OECISION IXXUHEKr, IA OU, RFP, 2. 

IF YOU SHOULD HAVE ANY QUESTSMS PLEASE CONTACT ME AT 301-427-1759, 

JEFF/kn 
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Noto; the 0 pfific COIIAIOntS refer t~ the r e s ~ n s e t  given t o  the headquarters' 
coaraents. !he plajor concerns and general coaments referenced are  thm 
ortglnally provided ta Rocky Flats. 

BE". C0 " t S  

1, Based on the responses, a local counuitment has apparently been made to 
upgrade the rnonltarln program. Clarlflcatlan of the distribution of 

purpose of compliance with  pernits s ould be funded by operations. 
Monitoring for the purposes of determlnlng a specific restoratlon or 
becont~ination/0ecommisS~Oning (Om) activity resulting in a release 
should &e funQed through site speciflc programs. ER should not fund 
operat onal requirements 

The fundamental questlon o f  why this document exlsts with the present 
t i t le  is not addressed. IC an integrated plan Is needed, then a 
do- wlth that specific t i t l e  should be provlded. This document i s  
clearly not iln interim Measure/Interlm Remedlal Action Decl~fon Document 
(Iy/IRA DD), and i ts  being presented as such CM be questionad, 

If the point of cowllance for emissions has been shifted, then the 
affected permits should be modified as necessary. I f  new operatlons, 
such as DSD, require special Wftltoring and emergency plannlng, then the 
document does not explain the rationale for using the IWIRA mechanism 
t o  realize those requirements. The need for this particular document 
has not been demonstrated. 

a costs should be provi 9 ed. Monitorin that Is being conducted for the 

2, 

3. 

SPECIFIC CO-S 
1. Major Concern 1: The response to  the comraent supports the expressed 

concern that the document i s  miotltled. If thls dacumnt i s  to provtde 
a monitoring plan fop D&D then the document should be t i t l e d  as such 
and presented to  the public and regulators for that purpose. 

Wajor Concern 2: The intent o f  tho comment was to print  out that  the 
document was a m i t t i n g  the Oepartment o f  Energy to additlonil public 
and wgulator Involveanant i n  DhD. The question that has not been 
addressed is :  has this cwaaltment been exdned for the addltlonrl tasts 
associated Hith reulew and the impact on ScbedPle for campletion of Dt97 
Thls analysis should be conducted before the ccmmitment, not oPtenrPrds. 

2. 

3. General toanent 1: The response does not address tha camant. The 
issue o f  concars I s  that the document as presently written does not 
present an integrated. 
permits referenced tn 
those pensits n.tll ba 

plan should address changes t o  the 
coAIRent and how the mnltoring in 
Intent i s  to coanunicate the overall 

monltoring program to the public, then the analysis o f  technologies 
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should be deleted and specffic discusslorn on what is being monitored 
and how should be included. 

General Cormrent 2: Them i s  no opeclfic rationale provided for aaovlng 
the point-of-armpl-armplaance. Either the present monltoring network 1s 
sufficlent to protect h u m  health and the environment or It  i s  not. No 
evidence i s  presented that mvlng the point-of-cvapllance provider 
additional protection. The coimnent on data quality objectives (DQOs) 
was Intended to address s e d f l c s  suck as *basedinem conditions, The 
between WE and the regulators msdtlng In scope growth withjn DoE 
wblch uill result. I n  budgat pmblams. 

General Conurenf 3; Wtls comnt was related to the need t o  define the 
Ppos for the monitoring program. If the list of chemicals o f  concern 
has not been developed, then how can DQOs be defjned and baseline 
conditions determined? Once this document I s  finallzed, how will these 
dedsions be carmsunlcated? Before this docwent can ba approved, a 
spedf l c  plan of  actfon must be presented so that an evaluation on cost 
can be conducted. 

4. 

general cmltments mada ! n the dwment will result i n  disagreements 

5, 
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